Dear Paul, (Jia) 


2/18/71 


iiae bind.-, more tightly. When - finish something, instead of that being oast, too 
^ ve uodusaed ‘ Jiza tes&r has a clear xerox of the original of my responses in 
C^9-7° should y ° U a COpy " tor r3fldin e- He can have it done for 4d ter page, 

x^«x which may be better and chepaer than sending it out and back. 110 po. Suggest there 
is no rush and eveltually you can read first and see if you want. 


Before hoping there will be time to atek each thing in your 2/l4 .ailing, let me 
mention what I recall. Correct on Sprague. &o retailing of which I know by b y ivi a , She 
is the second one to mention it to me, not the first. However, she did it as a question 
not « statement, ho rush on any of the copying for me. Suit your own convenience. I've Writ- 
ten Whitten, bon t expect him to do a lot of work. They rarely have time. I was a mistake 
to aako any mention ol the unpublished ana withheld, otherwise an excellent letter. afhat 
you shou.d in the future bear in mind is their awareness that they are being used which is, 
to them, offset by their need to fill a dialy column, wjieh requires dependance unon those* 
who use. It is something like sex. For it to be good, it taken two. If he responds. I'll 
keep you posted. I haven't gotten iia s's of 2/10. 


There was a time when those nasty cracks, in this case "turgid", got to me. how I 
not only don't care but have come to realize they are professional prerequisites. Thev 
provide ' balance" and "impartiality" for the reviewer. That one was so turned on he “ 
spent much of a lunch with the liandoa “ouse p.r. director raving about FRAME-UP. 


n.O, clippings: we are all getting bogged down. I suggest you forget about making 
any tor me. If you do make such a list, I can later ask from that. Thanks. While I'd liirg. 
to have a complete file, at tliis point I think the other things we can do with the time 
and cost seem to be more worth both... On tha copying again, even if it takes months, if 
it will either save time for you or be more meaningful for me to wait, d.o your notes first. 

X am into much more than any of you know and there is never a problem of having priority 
work. The one exception would be what you might recall that is either medical or autopsy 
or relevant. As soon as I can 1 want to to turn to that writing. I don’t know uhen that can 
be. 1 express hope only. Here it would be very helpful if- Jim could take a crack at the 
Hoyles for me. Sr. promised to make too copies for me in 12/68. If Jim can arrange this, 

I now have excellent facilities available, and I do not know how long that will last. 
x d ‘•ben feed back stills, etc, to them if they want and to you. 

Before getting into you.- other enclosures, let me again try and impress something on 
you in a different way. My recollection is fialing more daily as the number of involvement 
multiply and their complexities proliferate. In addition, with only slight reduction in my 
pace, this is inevitable, more at my age than at the age most of you enjoy. So, I'll have 
forgotten the details of some of your perceptive notes almost as soon as I comment. There 
are other and pressing tilings I must concern tarate upon, and worries you neither have nor 
snare {give thanks). I’ll be filing your 2/l4 on the subject under Oswald, ‘-‘exico. If you 
write about it and I should refer to it, please remind me. I have a dozen filed into which 
it could properly go. 


As a general practise, particularly now that I have for mall y charged “heads with 
perjury and worse, proven it, in court documents, I am tha worst person to ask the A for 
anything, if uisa will nominate himself, I'd recommend him for handling all of this with 
which you deal, uad i strongly concur in restricting it to the three of us. I'll add 
comment when you ask or if you do not if it seems called for. We should get all the things 
you say, of most of w, ieh I'd forgotten. 

However, I'm willing to do the bugging of State is: you prepare all I should know for 
.with copies. And, perhaps instead of going to coirt, which is burdensome, I might be able 
to smoke it out other jrays. But put me in a position to make the "identifiable" request 
and to know all that * must. The one time I leaned on State hard they delivered 



and they may remember that I paid them back by leaving them entirely alone and putting 
full a team on Justice only. I'l, write the gay who responded to the letter to Husk. 

When, you say “burnt up", do you mean original and copies or just the original, in 
Thereof axing? For it to have burned, laterally, somebody had to be exceptionally careless. 

I have such a machone and have always been able to rctriwe the papers that wrap up on 
the reel, if sometimes damaged by the heat. ‘Phis is a raahcone that requires hand attention. 

I know of no automatic model. 

Don't be ashamed os missing things. You've just joined a non-exclusive fraternity. 

Here you could suggest another translation: an associate. Tours is more likely, but others 
should not be excluded. In addition to your reasons, why should LHO ask about Odessa? But, 
does the date entire exclude Mr. 2 77? Heed you assume a single visit by him? 

What is fascinating is"The *>*viet indicated that ho- did not know what to do with 
the American". The most obvious things would have been to suggest indulgence in soxual 
self-gratification, and they seem not fee to be reluctant to express themselves bluntly. 

Why, then, in this case, have any concern? And why should ouran have worried about his 
"problem"? She wasn't Dorothy Six or Mother Boose. i ou should know and not repeat that 
“oberts is interested in this stuff. I can't imagihe him doing the work necessary to 
learn about it, hence I presume he was primed. By whom, make you own guesses. There may 
be a Newsweek 3tory some of these days. 

Your 2/14 -Anderson memo (filed here under him rather than plots) 

Never assume these guys, any of them, will ever be careful, always assume they will not 
or cannot bo and be happy if they are. They jus iia-.ea't time and few have the disposition. 
I recognise the possibility that it was LilO at ONIOs but believe it wasn* t. I can help Jim 
on the Ohio rundown, when he has put together what he lias, and I'll do it as fast as I 
can once I get it. ...1 see now hqt in my haste to ■•'rite -■'hi±t.. , n, - lid uoi, distibguish 
in my own mind between your memo and your letter. But 1 think the louder is 0210 Bint would 
lead one like me to so interpret. X will keep you posted, u Knew Pearson but don t know 
Anderson (Bud does and ho has been spoken to about me by other correspondents) or Whitten, 
■“il knew Anderson before I knew her, and didn't lika his drunken— bum, Hecliti&n carriage. 

Re CB2943: the copy rpinted was edited to remove LiabolEr's notations. I also agree 
Jim is right, but the; strangest tiling is that whsnSissaons went over ay Basic list to 
make what was still withheld, this was still included, it did little good to continue _ 
to withhold after I published it in some do tail, but they did. I remember raising this with 
Kelley on our first n> eting but have no recall of anything he said. I presume he said it 
amounted to no tiling in their opinion. There is an excellent collateral point on this, the 
frivolity -of the withholding. I discussed it with Kachaim, who confirmed my interpretation 
(0 in NO, I think). Tell me whatever more you'd like me to find out, on a separate piece 
of paper, aua whoa i see him again I'll ask* bn Hemming, it was a casual mention 011 »iis 
part, beginning with his asking for Sylvia's description and he indicated the refuge was 
for a brief period only. It is this sort of tiling for which they were jailed, wasn't it? 
And with the then-existing connections , you can see how Hall could have known all about the 
parents and pretend to be from them, Patrick is one of the more undependable sources. 

The formulation "second" Oswald is wrong. It is, really, as I put it, faljse. The lirs- 
part of your conjecture is WV , ch 11, the second inferred there and in VJ«II and 0 in .10. 

No argument coming from me. What is also interesting is tliat there are other stories of 
the p^-i-ir.g of money, two that come to mind are Arnold Lewis Kessler and Dean Andrews to 
me. Question: are they all fakes, so many people spontaneously making up the identical or 
similar stories or is corue tiling being cloaked by discrediting? 


Hall-Kasferer. Sylvia was running around with the brother of the present governor of 
Puerto Rico, then its Republican leader and leader of the Statehood movement. Bis name is 
Ferre, (both are wealthy) . Hall had to have known something about Sylvia, intimate things, 
to have known this. The FBI masked it by bringing in Naslerer. Need more? The reports 
son't begin to show it, but they really investigated and tested Sylvia. Does tills explain 



